Abstract
Introduction

21
Environment ministries and their regulatory agencies make decisions today that 22 affect our long term future. Increasingly, the remit of these bodies is articulated in 23 terms of an improved quality of life for current and future generations, and improved 
40
In this paper, we are concerned with recent developments and future trends in 41 environmental decision-making, particularly within the policy/regulatory landscape.
42
The field of environmental decision-making has been moving apace since the 1990s, 43 and the sustainable development agenda has had a marked impact on environmental 44 decision tools; in that it has correctly forced the incorporation of economic and social 45 issues, alongside environmental impacts that have historically had greater attention. To manage risk well, we need to make judgements about the significance of initial 70 levels of risk, about acceptable levels of residual risk (our risk appetite, post 71 management), about the various strategies for risk reduction (P 2 C 2 to P 1 C 1 ; Figure 1 ), 72 about the cost of risk reduction in light of the benefits that a managed risk brings, and 73 critically, on our ability to implement risk management effectively and efficiently (Bonano et al., 2000) .
176
 managing chemicals and pathogens in the environment, e.g.
177
 by ranking pollution inventories (Gamo et. al In seeking to explicitly account for uncertainty, the evidence support logic 420 proposed allows for evidence that supports a hypothesis; that which does not support a For an organisation to make effective risk-based decisions it must be able to Trust has also been highlighted as a component that has a strong influence over 513 the other factors presented within this process (Burke et al., 2007) ; enabling 514 cooperation (Tyler, 2003) , creating high morale and efficiency (Pyoria, 2007) , and 515 maintaining a competitive advantage (Young, 2006) . Criterion 3: that strategic added value has been secured as a result.
563
In setting out these base criteria, we emphasise the need to be very clear about the Step A Define and categorise the risks to be ranked
Step B Identify the attributes that should be considered
Step C Describe the risks in terms of their attributes
Step D Perform the risk rankings
Step E Describe the issues identified and resulting risk rankings 
